Attorney Docket Number: D1530-9N 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Applicants: Kevin A. Gray et al. 
Application Number: 10/532,944 
Filed: 06/21/2006 

Title: Amylases, nucleic acids encoding them and methods for making and using them 

Group Art Unit: 1652 

Examiner: RAGHU, G AN APATH I RAM 

Confirmation Number: 2689 

Request For Reconsideration Of Patent Term Adjustment 
Under 37 C.F.R. 5 1.705 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir, 

Further to the USPTO Notice of allowance mailed on January 7, 2010, informing the 
applicant that the patent term adjustment until the notice allowance of this patent application is 
24 days, applicants hereby respectfully request reconsideration of the patent term adjustment 
(PTA) for the above mentioned patent application. 

A copy of the notice of allowance has been attached. 

Applicants request reconsideration of the patent term adjustment for the above noted 
application in light of the recent decision on January 7, 2010 from the United States District 
Court for the District of Columbia in Wyeth v. Kappos, case No. 2009-1120 (Judge James 
Robertson). 



Application Number: 10/532,944 
Attorney Docket Number: D1530-9N 



The court issued the decision finding that the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office's 
interpretation of the PTA statute is incorrect and the periods of 35 U.S.C. §1 54(b)(2)(A) delay 
"overlap" with 35 U.S.C. §1 54(b)(2)(B) delay only if they occur on the same day. 

Applicants have recalculated PTA for the above mentioned patent under the court's 
interpretation of the PTA statute and have determined that the patent is entitled to 441 days 
PTA on the date of issue. Applicants hereby request to reconsider the total PTA at issue as 441 
days. 

PTO Delay A (days): 150 

PTO Delay B (days): 356 

Overlap (days): None 

Applicant Delay (days): 58 + 7 = 65 days 

PTA Calculation: (PTO Delay A + PTO Delay B - Overlap - Applicant delay) 
PTA = (1 50 + 356 - 0 - 65) = 441 days 

The attached sheet provides details of the circumstances during the prosecution of the 
application resulting in the patent that constitutes a failure to engage in reasonable efforts to 
conclude processing or examination of an application. 

A fee in compliance with the requirement under 37 CFR 1 .705(b)(1) is attached hereto. 

Respectfully Submitted 

Dated: April 28, 2010 By /Jennifer Risser/ 

Attorney Name (Reg. No.: 60,059) 

Customer Number: 29062 

VERENIUM CORPORATION 

PO Box 910550 

San Diego CA 92121-0550 

Telephone: 858.526.0376 

Facsimile: 858.526.5976 

E-mail: jennifer.risser@verenium.com 
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Determination of Patent Term Adjustment under 35 li.S.C. 154 (b) 

(application filed on or after May 29, 2000') 

The Patent Term Adjustment to date is '24 day<s!. ff the issue fee is paid on the date that. is thn-e months after the 
nutting date of tins notice and the oaten: issues on the Tuesday before tiie date that is 28 weeks (six and a hait 
months'- after the maibna date ot this notice, the Patent Tenia Adjustment wit! he 24 day^si. 

if a Continued Prosecution Application (CPA) was filed in the above-;dennf;ed application, the filing date that 
determines Paten; Tern; Adjustment Is die filing date of the most recent CPA 
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CPAfR) WEB site (http://panuispto.gov), 
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directed 10 the Customer Service Center of the Office of Patent Publicauon at 1 -(SSS.1-V86-OIO! or 
(o7ii.272-4200. 
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